REMARKS 

Claims 1-14. 23, 25-35 and 40-51 were presented for examination. AH claims were 
ejecte vi <. i 5 U.S.C § 101 Applicant respeetfi 1} a ests ha I ejei ons be 
Withdrawn n light of the following: 
Re u« s vj $ 101 Rejections 

U > K> I \ , l' > U<-'JK i iC s Cl llaivd 

by VbiMK ic-wwis. Hcvau-w -eimj>_ receivers gather data based on actual physical 
> he Nu,stmc races hat are accessed are always representative of actual 
j I \ asd amr.ot ic data that are ore tet m ha tj Hiualh I heseku i i-it of 

urnt sded < [aim 1. a rejection based on 35 IS*. ; 101 is inappruprnne m.t h s ') t h>> A 
rc i 1 c w c -.-< i - K iphermt's claims. 
/ ± • ti-^iost of Bifski 

In accordance with recent decision in re Bernard Bifsfti, claims directed to a process that 
t i , i >s u <j ] i t > i ai u >r ! u kid \(n 

claims would not pre-empt all other uses. ft. is affirmed by the CAFC in decision in re Bernard L 
i o a sot he mackim is < i < test cone m the n arm of the 

data that are- processed ict page 25 § 2 page 26V In particular, the Court holds that a process is 
? ^ 

\riended elanr cLtee< to a mem I vnce-stny, - muk rnice-v root nk-d m seisnm 
* <. i> <vopru tie), dre vs. _ 'o >v < * >o u 

for the determination of velocity V and anelHpticit> q \\>v:.meh:i's, said pas tmeie; s being converted 
into city ^ id ileptieih j(t0) laws foi proces ing * se nie ! ac* f )i \ 
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determination of patent eligibility of amended claim 1 in light of Bilski, the following elements are 
re'e\am aad inw ho eoen Joe -..vn^ du\nn>p. 

\n o.phenh mentioned m new chum i the input data which are process! are seisnuc muv? 

obi i ^. ! W ^Ji> b-\- L" V i t K 1A I >u h v \ 

th bs ce by mean )f seismic sources nd picking up by means of seismic sensors, s tl 
rest lling from reflections of such seismic waves by the subsurface in the area being explored (see § 
[0003 < US20» 129! 330) lies gn » > oduced b> 1 e s« iso s typical 5 in< ude 1 uk ion to 
me io;k; nm^ umch whl be t^eo' orproduem<j ustme miagi of she jvti i t .t undo- Hi 
components such as multiple reflections, so called ghosts in marine acquisition, and/or the result of 
other interactions between the propagations of seismic waves and the subsurface area. In addition, 
n iv ^ Iv v - or 1 x \ano s \tnds of noises, some originated in the physical or 
electronic features of the sensors, some extraneous: e.g. environmental Hence seismic traces 
comprising s g * - us ecorded cannot be equated to abstract, numerical data. Seismic traces thus 
obtained relate to this specific subsurface area and bear information about the geometry and 
properties (that is the geology) of this subsurface area. 

Seismic traces arc produced by physical sensors, and represent physical tangible objects 
since they contain information relating to the area of the subsurface through which the seismic 
waves have propagated. They indisputably meet the condition set out in Bilski as discussed above. 
Dat x da , ,d from such signals b> applying processing s eps retain the > , ,k il conn nf of 1 te 
stgr.d- -cdejo.l H -ensof- dxu Ju jvie^ am bong 'cpe-creame of the same oihsur.hcc 
area i.e. of physical and tangible objects. Such data obtained by processing cannot be equated to 
a-, t dcu 
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s , d of the input data wi u'nus-.\'i eismn es") and 
r o said input data are obtained (the seismic traces are recorded by seismtc receiver?), 
Coasi 1 - i > > 

SJCi; dv ^ I 

t t ! p ! ( I i »V pi v s v v ! 

eri v 11 physic s mis {i.e. seismic u (a-! b\ »pl> tg •> oc h ep; retain i t /.?«v,5 < ?; 

1 ' 1 i. d i C!i Us >. X' ■. •) i tS<. t>1 t X 

same m. mst ux ;:km j.c , I pN» c . \u v e oh t<J > Such output data untamed by processing 
• )ti!-.m \ rnuiiet! ro abstract, numerical data. A method which processes "pinvcoi" signals 
v * < " v ' '(.a-* produces other "physical" Mpuk exM-uiix ^; 

!i^> i ^ h I , 

In the case of amended claim L the output data are processed seismic traces. Hence the 
no t <, i i f i ! ended claim 1 cannot, he equated to abstract numerical data, 

x t a 5 <• < i -> on tuiMu! tu'nl'n ' v i i i v M t ih 

L > - .1 ^o < >> >( ^ s 

<> v if method \> J ! s from .seismic data in a certain ate tnd produce data in 
nethod winch processes s * eprese i jvt physic nd tangible 

b f v X 1 e n x I 

eteren< N he monale set out in Bikk such t method cannot be characterized is 1 v <. t »» 
"other uses" for the sequence of processing steps recited in the claim since it does not apply , 
arj-.p-A.aheo I aa m 1.0 sUis, it . - ,Lf kv v. oh ideoi\ v -» o v > ix tco.eed b\ sdsrrac sensors 
and has meaning only to the extent it applies to seismic data. 
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The same remarks apply to claims 2-14, 23, 25-35 and 40-51. Consequently, it is 

l S > do . S\U , ] s ' ! i< In >-> v n v N 101 . 

: 5o i'K <> - y e- u rks .ire intended to assist the Office in examining the application and 
in dm emase ot evplammon rna> cmplos vmnVH-d or more ^p.Mtk or \ananf de^e: moons of 

"i t ! i ! i lane st,e -~ v. v. <. k e i. i* 

tt ! ' so »< >t a s < ^ <. n each case Furthermore he rt 

1h v k^i >■ hoo, toe l<kOh a the mention wh'cicie em,* ioi nt 

only i > u in Vsas i is fe.t is id d tV'er\t v i \ \ 

oIvom. i k> ^ u < o i ;U his time, 

x m h n * pectfully submits that all issues have been adequately addressed, that all 
h i shown! uu thauhe case sh \\h idvaneed o issuance 

If you have any questions, please feel tree to contact me. 



Dam: Fcbrnun \ 20 1 o Respectfully submitted. 



David M. Ostfeld, Reg. No. 27,827 

STRASBURGER & PRICE. LLP 

1401 McRinuey Street, Suite 2200 

Houston, TX 77010-4035 

713.951.5600 

713.951.5660 fax 
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